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In re the Application of 
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RESPONSE TO REQUIREMENT FOR INFORMATION 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Dear Sir: 

In response to the Office Action mailed June 18, 2003, Applicant respectfully presents his 
response to the Requirement for Information in that Office Action. 

The Examiner required information regarding patent infringement suits against parties 
named RDM, EDS, and Viewpointe Archive Services. Specifically, the Examiner required 
identification of the alleged infringing devices, and all depositions, interrogatories, and 
pleadings that discuss the alleged infringing devices. 

Applicant encloses the following documents in response to this request: 

1. Complaint in DataTreasury Corp. v. Electronic Data Systems Corp., Cause No. 3- 
02CV2643-M, In the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
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Texas, Dallas Division, in which the EDS NetDeposit® Digital Check Processing 
system is identified as an accused infringing device. 



2. Complaint in DataTreasury Corp. v. RDM Corp. a.k.a. Research Development and 
Manufacturing Corp., Cause No. 3-02CV2641-M, In the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of Texas, Dallas Division, in which the electronic 
check conversion and payment archive systems of RDM Corp. are identified as 
accused infringing devices. 

3. Complaint in DataTreasury Corp. v. Viewpointe Archive Services, L.L.C., Cause No. 
3-02CV2642-N, In the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Texas, Dallas Division, in which the check image archive technology of 
Viewpointe Archive Services, L.L.C are identified as accused infringing devices. 

On information and belief, the accused infringing devices and products of EDS include 
the EDS NetDeposit® Digital Check Processing system noted in the Complaint, the accused 
infringing devices and products of RDM Corp. included their Payment Archive service and 
their check imagers and scanners, and the accused infringing products of Viewpointe Archive 
Services include the imaging archive systems and services provided by Viewpointe Archive 
Services. 

On information and belief, the litigation against RDM Corp. has settled, with RDM 
agreeing to a license under the asserted patents on June 3, 2003. 

Further in the spirit of full compliance with the Request for Information, Applicant 
wishes to advise the Patent and Trademark Office of additional litigation involving U.S. Patent 
No. 6,032,137 and U.S. Patent No. 5,910,988, through which this application claims priority. To 
this end, Applicant enclosed copies of the following complaints: 

1. Complaint in DataTreasury Corp. v. Bank One Corp., Cause No. 3-03CV0059-K, In 
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas, Dallas 
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Division, in which the check processing and check imaging systems of Bank One 
are identified as accused infringing devices. 

2. Complaint in DataTreasunj Corp, v. First Data Corporation, et ah, Cause No. 
502CV094, In the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, 
Texarkana Division. 

3. Complaint in DataTreasunj Corp. v. Ingenico S.A., et al, Cause No. 502CV095, In 
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, Texarkana 
Division. 

4. Complaint in DataTreasunj Corp. v. J.P. Morgan Chase & Co., et al, Cause No. 
502CV124, In the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, 
Texarkana Division. 

In addition, according to the local rules of the Texarkana Division of the Eastern District 
of Texas, plaintiff DataTreasury Corp. has submitted Preliminary Infringement Contentions to 
the Court in each of the First Data, J.P. Morgan Chase, and Ingenico lawsuits. These 
Preliminary Infringement Contentions specify particular claims of the patents in suit, and the 
specific "accused instrumentalities" that are alleged to infringe those claims. In this regard, 
Applicant encloses copies of the following documents: 

1. Disclosure of Asserted Claims and Preliminary Infringement Contentions in 
DataTreasunj Corp. v. First Data Corporation, et al, Cause No. 502CV094, In the 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, Texarkana Division. 

2. Plantiffs First Amended Disclosure of Asserted Claims and Preliminary 
Infringement Contentions in DataTreasunj Corp. v. First Data Corporation, et al, 
Cause No. 502CV094, In the United States District Court for the Eastern District 
of Texas, Texarkana Division. 
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3. Disclosure of Asserted Claims and Preliminary Infringement Contentions in 
DataTreasury Corp. v. Ingenico S.A., et al, Cause No. 502CV095, In the United 
States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, Texarkana Division. 

4. Plaintiffs Initial Disclosure of Asserted Claims and Preliminary Infringement 
Contentions in DataTreasury Corp. v. J.P. Morgan Chase & Co., et al., Cause No. 
502CV124, In the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, 
Texarkana Division. 

The undersigned understands that the restriction "Confidential - for Outside Counsel Only" 
designation on these documents is no longer operative. 

On information and belief, one of the parties in the J.P. Morgan Chase & Co. litigation, 
namely Affiliated Computer Services, Inc., has agreed to a permanent injunction from 
practicing the asserted patents. 

Further in the spirit of the duty of disclosure, Applicant will soon be filing, under 
separate cover, a Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement citing many prior art 
references that various ones of the parties defendants in these lawsuits have submitted in 
support of invalidity defenses. This Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement will also 
provide documents filed by these defendants specifying those assertions that the patents in suit 
are invalid. 1 

Applicant submits that this response is a good faith effort toward fulfilling the 
Requirement for Information. The Patent and Trademark Office is urged to call the 
undersigned if there are any questions about this submission. 
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Continued consideration of this application is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Rodney M. Anderson 
Registry No. 31,939 
Attorney for Applicant 



A? 



Anderson, Levine & Lintel, L.L.P. 
14785 Preston Road, Suite 650 
Dallas, Texas 75254 
(972) 664-9554 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
37C.F.R. 1.8 

The undersigned hereby certifies that this correspondence is being 
deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage 
as first class mail in an enveloped addressed to: 
Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 
on December 17, 2003. 

i 

Rodney M. Anderson 
Registry No. 31,939 
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